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the right hand and on the left in the Kingdom of God; or
more than all that Jesus himself should say of a kingdom that
was already here, that no one but God kne\v when the coming
of the kingdom should be ?

But if no other reason were to be found for believing that by
the Kingdom of God was not meant any inward moral state,
this of itself would be sufficient, viz., that the great masses of
men of every age (and it was these that made the fortune of
Christianity), are led not by any merely abstract moral per-,,
fections however high, but always by some composite concrete
ideal,   some   objective   future  world that leads  captive  the
imagination by blending into a harmonious whole  all those
motives that appeal to the composite nature of man.    The
truth is, all mere codes of morality or abstract virtues, failing
aa^they do to inspire the longings which these concrete ideals
arouse, are felt as an infliction and a bore by the unregenerate
human spirit, and   can  no  more  be  used  as  a lever  with
which to move the torpid imaginations of men, than can the
catalogues of virtues, of the philsophers.  To imagine therefore,
that the kingdom of God could have meant to the disciples an^A
the Early Church merely some internal state of the soul whic^
was to be pursued  as   an  end  in  itself,  and  for its  ows
perfections, is a dream of the modern mind.    Such a doctrine
is a product of evolution, and not the original idea as it existed
in the minds of Jesus and his disciples.    The condition of the
mind and heart was a means merely of entrance into tho
kingdom of God, and not the kingdom itself.